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T he League of Nations' failure to ensure global peace by solving conflicts through diplomatic and peaceful means prompted Franklin Roosevelt and Winston Churchill to discuss the creation of a more efficient international organization as soon as the Second World War erupted. These preliminary efforts led to the signing of the Charter of the United Nations (UN) in San Francisco in 1945. In January 1946, the first general UN assembly took place, along with the Security Council and the Economic and Social Council. The latter created several international bodies, among them UNESCO. At first, UNESCO seemed to be the continuation of the International Institute for the Intellectual Cooperation (IIIC) coupled with the International Commission for the Intellectual Cooperation (ICIC), but was actually based on new rules [1] .
In this new international framework, what would become of ICSU, which had gathered the scientific unions since 1931? There were three possibilities: 1) disband ICSU, and with it all the unions, 2) adapt ICSU to the new framework and continue to exist or 3) become completely independent of any umbrella organization, taking the risk of seeing parallel unions created inside UNESCO on different grounds and principles. During a meeting in London in July 1946, pragmatism prevailed and ICSU decided to cooperate with UNESCO. The main concern was the potential scattering of traditional disciplines into specialized unions that were already emerging.
From London (1946) (France, 1912 (France, -1987 , and Alexander R. Todd (UK, 1907 (UK, -1997 . A new generation is in place, one that will get deeply acquainted with the life of the Union before taking its reins [7] .
The meeting in Stockholm (17 th ICC, 1953) unfolded very much in the same manner as it was conceived in 1919, with the many traditional meetings of sections. The sections established internal rules, in line with the Union statutes, consolidating both their relationship with the Union and their qualified autonomy. In his report on the state of the Union, Tiselius praised the new structure and its workings, underlining how much "our new method of approach seems perfectly adapted to the incessant developments within our vast field" [8, not contemplate the creation of commissions on new topics that were already the concern of other organizations, in which case the creation of a temporary ad hoc commission was usually preferred [8, p. 44] . Tiselius concluded his president report with a clear request to the sections: They should publish their results swiftly, before others would do it outside of the Union. The reports should be published as textbooks or monographs; that is to say in a more accessible format that would allow for more details [8, pp. 44-45] .
The 18 th conference in Zurich in 1955 was the last one in which Delaby participated as secretary general. Since 1951, the management of the new structure, though efficient, had created more work. One has to remember that Delaby was carrying the duty alone, assisted by one secretary and…an old type machine, relying on the section secretaries. His request for additional assistance was denied. The task had become much too absorbing, and he wanted to devote himself solely to the organization of the Paris congress in 1957, hosted by the Société chimique de France of which he became president for the second time. The SCF was to celebrate its centennial in 1957. In Zürich, Delaby concluded his last address as secretary general underlining the crucial role of the many meetings triggered by the Union in promoting and keeping the peace every man aspires to [9, p. 6 ].
Delaby, who had volunteered for service in WWI in 1914, suffered all his life from the after effects of gas attacks and understood what he was talking about in his flesh. As a pharmacist and professor of chemical pharmacy, he had lived through two world wars, and experienced the geopolitical tensions firsthand while managing the Union. There were the diplomatic difficulties of gathering scientists from different geopolitical blocks, and the endless paperwork required to get them to work together and share their knowledge. Indeed, the Soviet Union was a member since 1931 and former foes, Japan and the Federal Republic of Germany, joined the Union in 1951.
Structure versus interdisciplinarity: the issues of Biochemistry and Radioactivity
Among the unresolved affairs Delaby left behind, was the question of biochemistry. A successful meeting of biochemistry in Cambridge in 1949 brought to light the intent of creating an International Union of Biochemistry. And since a similar meeting in Copenhagen in 1950, an international committee for biochemistry was knocking at ICSU's doors. The Union of chemistry opposed the project, arguing it was contrary to the ICSU statutes and would diffuse the resources.
The delegates of International Committee of Biochemistry and the IUPAC section Committee met , who as Union Section chair for biological chemistry had been in charge of the relationships with the Biochemists, was at the end of his mandate. He reiterated that he had accepted his chairmanship in New York in 1951 "provided that it was clearly understood that he supported the idea of an independent International Union of Biochemistry working alongside this section" [9, p. 74] . The Section had supported this opinion for four years, and created a coordination committee with the UIB to avoid overlap. Obviously, the Section had not followed the Bureau, and in particular the Executive Committee, who opposed the establishment of the UIB.
Conference of the International Union of Chemists in Amsterdam in
Since the end of the war, the Union comprised inter-union, mixed commission, as a "mother union," directly under the supervision of ICSU. Transdisciplinary work had indeed become necessary, inevitable, and more with IUPAP in matters of radioactivity or with the Commission mixte des données et des étalons physico-chimiques. The Union also worked with IUPAP, IUBS, and IUCr on macromolecular chemistry within the ICSU mixed commission on rheology [6, p. 15; 7, p. 11] . To be in line with the ICSU statutes however, mixed commissions were approved for a limited time of three years, renewable once with the adjunction of new members, which gave rise to heated debates. For instance, the sudden termination of the Joint Commission on radioactivity by ICSU, in 1955, followed the assessment of its lack of progress since 1946, (due to the tensions between old and new members on the question of the radium standard.) As a consequence, none of its members were kept for the newly established Joint Commission on Applied Radioactivity (founded in 1955, effective in 1957).
Conclusion
The eight years period that stretches from the Amsterdam Conference (1949) to the Paris Conference (1957) witnesses the establishment of a structure, the skeleton of which would be basically kept until the end of the 20 th century. There would be some adjustments. The exponential evolution of chemistry in its theoretical aspects as well as in its industrial, social and legal applications, continued in a world undergoing geopolitical tensions (Cold War, strategic use of nuclear power and colonial wars). Other developments would be necessary, in particular with regard to publications. A new generation was taking charge, and the next ten years would witness great changes inside the Union. The UNESCO subsidy was declining year after year, as a consequence of the growing number of organizations to be supported. The Union had to find other sources of funding that only the industry would be able to provide.
